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Mr. Jeffrey Crockett 
Mr. Robert J. Metli 
Snell & Wilmer L.L.P. 
One Arizona Center 
400 East Van Buren 
Phoenix, Arizona 85004 
Attorneys for Arizona Public Service Company 

Mr. Thomas H. Campbell 
Mr. Michael T. Hallam 
Lewis and Roca, LLP 
40 North Central Avenue, Suite 1900 
Phoenix, Arizona 85004 
Attorneys for Verizon California, Inc. 

Re: In the Matter of Arizona Public Service Company and Verizon California, Inc.’s Joint Petition for 
the Establishment of an Underground Conversion Service Area, Docket Nos. E-0 1345A-07-0663 
and T-01846B-07-0663 

Dear Sirs: 

Enclosed please find copies of the correspondence received by the Arizona Corporation Commission 
(“Commission”) since December 27, 2007, in the above-referenced matter. As noted in my prior letter, 
these dowments may also be viewed electronically by using the e-Docket function on the Commission 
website (http://www.azcc.gov/). 

Sincerely. 

Sarah N. Harpring 
Administrative Law Judge 

Enclosures 

Mr. Christopher Kempley 
Ms. Robin Mitchell 
Mr. Ernest G. Johnson 
Docket Control 

cc: 

SNH:snh 
1200 WEST WASHINGTON STREET; PHOENIX, ARIZONA 85007-2927 I400 WEST CONGRESS STREET; TUCSON, ARIZONA 85701-1 347 

www. cc. state.az. us 

This document is available in alternative formats by contacting Linda Hogan, ADA Coordinator, voice 
phone number 602-542-3931, E-mail LHoaan@cc.state.az.us 
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. - - < .  Arizona Corporation Commission 
Docket Control - Utilities Division 
1200 W. Washington Street 
Phoenix. Arizona 85007 

Ref: Docket No. E-03 145A-074663 
Docket NO. T-01846B-W-0663 

Sub In the Matter of Arizona Public Service Company and Verizon California, Inc.’s 
Joint Petition for the Establishment of an Underground Conversion Service Area 

I -  

To Whom It May Concern: 

Please be advised that Trevor Goldi & Sierra Smith-Goldi, Earline R. Pool’s address is 
wrong on the above petition. Please change h m  2775 Hillcrest Dr., Parker9 AZ 95344 
to 828 Swan Dr., Parker, AZ 85344. 

Also we the above did not sign the petition for the underground utiIities because it will 
put a financial hardship on us. We are all on fixed incomes and cannot afford this. We 
also do not want a lien on our home, this is a very difficult situation for us as we are older 
people and can’t afford it. 

We do agree that it would make for a better view of the river without the lines hanging 
but we are in a bad situation in this matter financially. Please add us to the list of people 
who really do not want to have this matter done especially at this time. 

Thank YOU, 



Michael and Tamara WiIkinson 
4 Bella Firenze 

Lake Elsinore, CA 92532 
(951)674-2962 
(928)667-9132 

December 29,2007 

Arizona Corp Commission 
1200 W. Washington St 
Phoenix, AZ, 85007 

Attn: Commissions Docket Control 

Dear sirs 

We are the owners of a house at 913 Swan St. Farker, AZ 85344 in the Hillcrest Bay 
subdivision. We purchased lot number 064A lot and developed it. We have lived there 
for approximately 4 years. 

We write this letter in support of the current proposed project to place utilities 
underground. Besides the obvious aesthetic improvements, we are convinced that 
underground utilities will allow for more reliable power and telephone service. We have 
supported the proposed project from the beginning and still support it now. 

We urge you to pass all the necessary procedures to allow for this project to start as soon 
as possible. 

Docket # E-01 345A-07-0663 
Docket # T-01846B-07-0663 

Sincerely 

Tamara L. Wilkinson 
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POSITIVES FOR UNDERGROUND UTILITY 8 

In regard to the Underground Utility proposed for our Subdivision, 
I feel it would provide better service for the Electronic, Phone and 
Electrical Service. Also, it will be a safety feature, as you all knqy, ~~- 
we have high winds in our area and they would no longer be a d%g; 
triment to the power lines. 

Additionally, the ABSENCE of telephone poles would enhance the 
view for everyone. 

To me, the Undergound Utility is a "win-win", situation for every 
home owner. Concern, regarding the cost of installing and 
maintaining this UPGRADE to our community, should be minimal 
as the advantages outweigh the disadvantages 
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DECEMBER 29,2007 

ARIZONA CORPORATION COMMISSION 
1200 W B T  WASHINGTON STREET 
PHOENXX, ARIZONA 8,6007 

RE: UNDERGROUND uTrLmncs WILLCREST BA Y, INC 
DOCKET NO. E~13e5A-t97-06t%? 
DOCKET NO. T-0184t3B-O7-06ci;3 

TO WHOM IT MAY CONCERN: 

ROY M. HOliLENSoN & MARGARET HOKB2VSOiV 
31 0-~2-oSOA, 310=32-052B, 310-32-05ZC 
951 SWAN DRIVE 
PARKER, AZ. SBS44 

TWIS IS TO INFORM THE COMMISSION THAT WE WANT THE 
UNDERGl20 UND 
UTILITIES TU GO TWRO UGH. IT WOULD BE A GR,E.IAT 
IMPROVEMENT TO 
HILLCREST BA Y BY REM0 VING ALL THE POLES a% WIRES 
FROMABOVE. 

MARGARET WOKENSON 
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December 3 1,2007 

Arizona Corporation Commission 
1200 W. Washington St. 
Phoenix AZ 85007 

Dear Arizona Corporation Commission, 

This letter is in regard to Docket # E-0 1345A-07-0663 and T-0 1 846B-07- 
0663. I have owned property in Hillcrest Bay, Parcel # 3 10-32- 147, for the 
past 15 years. The address is 927 Linger Dr. I am four streets up fiom the 
highway and have a view lot. We sit on the deck and look through 
telephone wires to see the lake. I am in favor of removing the old telephone 
poles, not only for esthetics, but also for safety concerns. I don’t like the 
idea of the big metal poles in the street and believe that the underground 
utilities make much more sense. Since Hillcrest Bay is continuing to grow, I 
hope you approve this project for the residents now and for the future. 

Respectfully, 

Dennis Roustan 

JAN 0 8  2008 

927 L I N G E R  D R .  
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Huntington Beach CA 92647 
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January 2,2007 

Arizona Corporation Commission 
Commission's Docket Control 
1200 West Washington 
Pheonix, AZ 85007 

Docket Nos. E-01 345A-07-0663, T-01846B-07-0663 

Parcel No. 3 10-32-047A at Hillcrest Bay Mobile Manor 

To Whom It May Concern: 

We the undersigned, wish to withdraw our signatures from all the petition of owners 
requesting establishment of the UCSA. We object to the establishment of the UCSA and 
the underground conversions costs, in the joint report as pertaining to our lot or parcel 
within the proposed UCSA. We also object to the Joint Petition. Our objections to the 
above are for the following reasons: We question the legality of the petition's signatures. 
We have not been shown how the signatures were verified to be sure they are those of the 
owner's of the property. The signatures were not notarized. Also we don't know if all 
the required signatures were obtained legally. The costs, that were recently stated, are far 
above what we were led to believe would be charged. Many of us, in the division are 
retired, and on a fixed income and therefore it would put a financial burden on us which 
would probably force us to sell our property. 

Respectfully submitted: 
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Arizona Corporation Commission 
Commission's Docket Control 
1200 West Washington 
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Docket Nos. E-0 1345A-07-0663, T-0 1 846B-07-0663 

Parcel No. 3 10-32-015 at Hillcrest Bay Mobile Manor 

To Whom It May Concern: 

We the undersigned, wish to withdraw our signatures fkom all the petition of owners 
requesting establishment of the UCSA. We object to the establishment of the UCSA and 
the underground conversions costs, in the joint report as pertaining to our lot or parcel 
within the proposed UCSA. We also object to the Joint Petition. Our objections to the 
above are for the following reasons: We question the Legality of the petition's signatures. 
We have not been shown how the signatures were verified to be sure they are those of the 
owner's of the property. The signatures were not notarized. Also we don't know if all 
the required signatures were obtained legally. The costs, that were recently stated, are far 
above what we were led to believe would be charged. Many of us, in the division are 
retired, and on a fixed income and therefore it would put a financial burden on us which 
would probably force us to sell our property. 

Respectfblly submitted: I -  


